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DETAILED ACTION 

1 . This action is responsive to the Request for Continued Examination and the 
Amendment filed September 8, 2005. 

2. Claims 1-3, 6, 9, 17, 19, 22, and 27 have been amended. 

3. Claims 1-6, 9-13, 15-24, and 27-38 have been examined and are pending with 
this action. 

Claim Rejections - 35 (JSC §112 

The following is a quotation of the first paragraph of 35 U.S.C. 112: 

The specification shall contain a written description of the invention, and of the manner and process of 
making and using it, in such full, clear, concise, and exact terms as to enable any person skilled in the 
art to which it pertains, or with which it is most nearly connected, to make and use the same and shall 
set forth the best mode contemplated by the inventor of carrying out his invention. 

4. Claims 1,6, 19, and 20 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 112, first paragraph, as 
failing to comply with the written description requirement. The claim(s) contains subject 
matter, which was not described in the specification in such a way as to reasonably 
convey to one skilled in the relevant art that the inventor(s), at the time the application 
was filed, had possession of the claimed invention. There is insufficient written 
description in the specification regarding the terminology "communication holding 
information" as to reasonably convey to one skilled in the relevant art that the 
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inventor(s), at the time the application was filed, had possession of the claimed 
invention. 



Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 1 02 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

5. Claims 1 , 2, 4, 9, 1 1 -1 3, 1 5, 1 8-20, 22, 24, and 27-33 are rejected under 35 
U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Ikudome et al. (US 6,779,1 18 B1) and further 
in view of Ferguson etal. (US 5,819,092 A). 

INDEPENDENT: 

As per claims 1, and 19, Ikudome teaches in a network, a method and a 
medium holding computer-executable steps to perform the method comprising the steps 
of: 

receiving a request to access information originating from a user selection of a 
controlled vocabulary abstract hyperlink (see col.1, lines 46-49), said controlled 
vocabulary abstract hyperlink including a URL (Uniform Resource Locator) address of a 
hyperlink redirection facility or server (see col.1, line 49: "URL link"), said hyperlink 
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redirection facility or server being an intermediary performing redirection of said request 
(see Fig.2 and col .4, lines 50-52) and having more than one possible target profile for 
each request (inherent, hence the name "redirection server"); 

receiving a communication holding information from the user contemporaneously 
with or following the receipt of the user request to access information (see col .2, line 65- 
col.3, line 4; col.5, lines 50-53; col.6, lines 24-26; and col.7, lines 13-15); 

identifying, the identification based on the information in the received 
communication (see col.4, lines 40-49 and col.6, lines 33-39), a user-supplied 
preference regarding which service provider to use to service the request (see col.4, 
lines 35-39: "services allowed or denied... and the location each user is allowed to 
access"; and col.4, lines 40-49: "type of service"), said user-supplied preference being 
identified at the hyperlink redirection facility or server prior to any communication being 
sent from the hyperlink redirection facility or server to the user soliciting said preference 
(see col.4, lines 14-18 and col.5, lines 50-67); and 

directing the request from the redirection facility or server to a user for forwarding 
to a service provider for servicing the request based on the user-supplied preferences 
(see col.1, lines 54-58 and col.5, lines 21-30). 

Ikudome does not explicitly teach that the controlled vocabulary abstract 
hyperlink includes a semantic value and said semantic value being at least one of a 
descriptive term and an identifier for the requested information. Ferguson teaches of a 
controlled vocabulary abstract hyperlink includes a semantic value (see col .26, lines 8- 
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24) and said semantic value being at least one of a descriptive term and an identifier for 
the requested information (inherent). 

It would have been obvious to a person of ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made to employ the teachings of Ferguson within the system of Ikudome 
by implementing a hyperlink to include a semantic value for the requested information 
within the redirection method and program because Ferguson teaches that the 
"semantics attributes of hyperlinks provide some additional structure to online services" 
(see col.26, lines 21-23) and Ikudome teaches of additional structures (see col.5, lines 
31-36 and col.7, line 64-col.8, line 11). 

As per claims 9 and 22, Ikudome teaches in an electronic device, a method and 
a medium holding computer-executable steps for performing the method, comprising 
the steps of: 

receiving user-supplied information regarding a user (see: col. 3, lines 3-4: 
database "contains personalized filtering and redirection information for the particular 
user ID" and col.5, lines 15-20) and link information regarding a controlled vocabulary 
abstract hyperlink to be resolved to a resource in response to the user selecting the 
hyperlink (see col.1, lines 46-49), the user-supplied information received at a hyperlink 
redirection facility contemporaneously with or following the receipt of the link information 
and prior to any communication being sent from the hyperlink redirection facility to the 
user soliciting said information (see col.6, lines 33-36), said link information including a 
URL (Uniform Resource Locator) address of said hyperlink redirection facility (see col.1, 
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line 49: "URL link"), said redirection facility being an intermediary performing redirection 
of said request (see Fig.2 and col.4, lines 50-52) and having more than one possible 
target profile for each request (inherent, hence the name "redirection server"); 

identifying a resolution service to employ to resolve the hyperlink based on the 
user-supplied information (see col.2, line 65-col.3, line 4; col.4, lines 35-39: "services 
allowed or denied"; and col.4, lines 40-49: "type of service"), said user-supplied 
information being received at the hyperlink redirection facility prior to any 
communication being sent from the hyperlink redirection facility to the user soliciting 
said information (see col.4, lines 14-18 and col.5, lines 50-67); and 

forwarding at least some of the link information via said requesting user to the 
identified resolution service for resolution of the hyperlink (see col.1 , lines 54-58 and 
col.5, lines 21-30). 

Ikudome does not explicitly teach that the controlled vocabulary abstract 
hyperlink includes a semantic value and said semantic value being at least one of a 
descriptive term and an identifier for the requested information. Ferguson teaches of a 
controlled vocabulary abstract hyperlink includes a semantic value (see col .26, lines 8- 
24) and said semantic value being at least one of a descriptive term and an identifier for 
the requested information (inherent). 

It would have been obvious to a person of ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made to employ the teachings of Ferguson within the system of Ikudome 
by implementing a hyperlink to include a semantic value for the requested information 
within the redirection device, method, and program because Ferguson teaches that the 
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"semantics attributes of hyperlinks provide some additional structure to online services" 
(see col.26, lines 21-23) and Ikudome teaches of additional structures (see col.5, lines 
31-36 and col.7, line 64-col.8, line 11). 

As per claim 27, Ikudome teaches in an environment having a redirection facility 
for redirecting a selected request from a requestor for a given resource to a service 
provider, a method of advertising, comprising: 

receiving the selected request at the redirection facility, said request being a user 
request to access information regarding a hyperlink (see col.1, lines 46-49), said 
redirection facility being an intermediary performing redirection of said request (see 
Fig.2 and col. 4, lines 50-52) and having more than one possible target profile having 
information used to resolve each request (inherent, hence the name "redirection 
server"); 

receiving, contemporaneously with or following the receipt of the selected 
request, a communication from the user containing user-supplied preference for a 
service provider to service the request (see col. 5, lines 31-32 & 39-42); 

modifying said selected request based upon a user-supplied preference (see 
col .3, lines 15-20 and col. 4, lines 40-49), said user-supplied preference being identified 
at the redirection facility prior to any communication being sent from the redirection 
facility to the user soliciting said preference (see col .4, lines 14-18 and col. 5, lines 50- 
67); 
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examining a criterion at the redirection facility (see col. 4, lines 40-49: "rule sets"); 

and 

directing the modified selected request from the redirection facility to said user for 
forwarding to a service provider for servicing of the request (see col.1 , lines 54-58 and 
col.5, lines 21-30). 

Ikudome does not explicitly teach that the controlled vocabulary abstract 
hyperlink includes a semantic value and said semantic value being at least one of a 
descriptive term and an identifier for the requested information. Ferguson teaches of a 
controlled vocabulary abstract hyperlink includes a semantic value (see col .26, lines 8- 
24) and said semantic value being at least one of a descriptive term and an identifier for 
the requested information (inherent). 

It would have been obvious to a person of ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made to employ the teachings of Ferguson within the system of Ikudome 
by implementing a hyperlink to include a semantic value for the requested information 
within the redirection method because Ferguson teaches that the "semantics attributes 
of hyperlinks provide some additional structure to online services" (see col. 26, lines 21- 
23) and Ikudome teaches of additional structures (see col.5, lines 31-36 and col.7, line 
64-col.8, line 11). 

Although Ikudome teaches of determining whether to present a particular web 
site to the requestor based on the examined criterion (see col.7, line 64-col.8, line 11), 
Ikudome does not explicitly teach of an advertisement. Ferguson teaches of an 
advertisement (see col.1, lines 18-21). 
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It would have been obvious to a person of ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made to employ the teachings of Ferguson within the system of Ikudome 
by implementing presenting advertisements based on the examined criterion within the 
redirection method because Ferguson teaches that by advertisements the server 
(redirection server) can impose a fee to the advertiser (col. 18, lines 33-35) thereby 
making the service commercial able and Ikudome further adds that "the invention may 
be implemented to control (block, allow and redirect) any type of service" (see col.8 t 
lines 12-16). 

DEPENDENT: 

As per claim 2, Ikudome further teaches wherein the communication holds 
information about the user (see col.2, line 65-col.3, line 4; col.5, lines 50-53; col. 6, lines 
24-26; and col.7, lines 13-15). 

As per claim 4, Ikudome further teaches wherein the redirection facility has 
access to a database holding data regarding preferences of users and wherein the step 
of identifying the user preference further comprises accessing the database to access 
the data (see: col.3, lines 3-4). 

As per claims 11 and 24, Ikudome further teaches wherein the step of identifying 
the resolution service comprises accessing data regarding services available to the user 
and identifying the resolution service based on services available to the user (see col.4, 
lines 50-66 and col.5, lines 22-30). 
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As per claim 12, Ikudome further teaches wherein the electronic device is a 
computer system (see Fig.1 and Fig.2, #100). 

As per claim 13, Ikudome further teaches wherein the step of identifying a 
resolution service comprises soliciting input from the user (see col. 2, line 61 -col. 3, line 
4). 

As per claim 15, Ikudome further teaches wherein the soliciting includes 
soliciting for identification of subscription services to which the user subscribes (see 
claim 13 rejection above and col. 7, lines 55-57). 

As per claim 18, Ikudome further teaches wherein resource includes content, 
which is divisible into genres and wherein the hyperlink contains information regarding 
to which of the genres the hyperlink is to be resolved (see col.2, lines 50-53 and col.4, 
lines 40-41). 

As per claim 20, Ikudome further teaches of comprising the steps of receiving a 
communication holding information about the user and using this information to identify 
the user preference (see: col. 3, lines 1-4). 

As per claim 28, Ikudome further teaches wherein the requestor is a user of a 
computer system (see Fig.1 and Fig.2, #100). 

As per claim 29, Ferguson further teaches wherein the method further comprises 
the step of presenting an advertisement to the requestor (see claim 27 rejection above). 

As per claim 30, Ikudome and Ferguson further teaches wherein the step of 
presenting an advertisement comprises sending video content over a network from the 
redirection facility (see Ferguson: col. 15, lines 17-24). 
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As per claim 31, Ikudome and Ferguson further teaches wherein the step of 
sending video content comprises sending a web page with an advertisement from the 
redirection facility to the requestor (see claim 27 rejection above and Ferguson: col. 10, 
lines 29-31). 

As per claim 32, Ikudome further teaches wherein the criterion is a random 
criterion so that the determining is based on a random event (see col. 5, lines 31-32). 

As per claim 33, although Ikudome does not explicitly teaches wherein the 
criterion is when the requestor last received a previous advertisement from the 
redirection facility, Ikudome does teach of redirection after a triggered event (see col. 5, 
lines 31-32: "condition"). 

However, this difference is only found in nonfunctional descriptive material and is 
not functionally involved in the steps recited. The redirecting of the user would be 
performed the same regardless of the type of triggering event. Thus this descriptive 
material will not distinguish the claimed invention from the prior art in terms of 
patentability, see In re Gulack, 703 F.2d 1381, 1385, 217 USPQ 401, 404 (Fed. Cir. 
1983); In re Lowry, 32 F.3d 1579, 32 USPQ2d 1031 (Fed. Cir. 1994). 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to a person of ordinary skill in the art at 
the time the invention was made to employ any criterion to trigger a redirection because 
such data does not functionally relate to the steps in the method claimed, because the 
subjective interpretation of the data does not patentably distinguish the claimed 
invention, and because Ikudome teaches that redirection may occur based on "some 
other condition" (see col. 5, lines 31-32). 



Application/Control Number: 09/437,378 Page 12 

Art Unit: 2155 

As per claim 34, Ikudome further teaches wherein the criterion is how many 
requests for resources from the requestor have been received at the redirection facility 
(see claim 33 rejection above). 



6. Claims 3, 10, 21, and 23 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Ikudome et al. (US 6,779,118 B1) and Ferguson et al. (US 5,819,092 
A), and further in view of Ebrahim (US 6,154,777 A) 

As per claims 3, 10, 21, and 23, Ikudome and Ferguson do not explicitly teach 
wherein the communication comprises a cookie. Ebrahim teaches of communication 
comprising a cookie (see col .4, lines 12-17). It would have been obvious to a person of 
ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made to employ the teachings of 
Ebrahim within the system of Ikudome and Ferguson by implementing communication 
comprising cookie within the redirection device, method, and program because cookies 
are known in the art of sending and retrieving information such as handle, transaction 
ID, or other token of agreement between user's browser and web pages or between 
cooperating programs. Therefore such implementation incorporates preexisting 
technology to identify preference of the user. 
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7. Claims 5, 6, and 16 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Ikudome et al. (US 6,779,118 B1) and further in view of Ferguson et al. (US 
5,819,092 A) and Kenner et al. (US 6,1 12,239 A). 

As per claims 5, 6, and 16, Ikudome teaches in environment having a redirection 
facility, a method, comprising the steps of: 

receiving a user request to access information associated with a hyperlink at a 
redirection facility (see col.1, lines 46-49); 

receiving a communication holding information from the user contemporaneously 
with or following the receipt of the user request to access information (see col .2, line 65- 
col.3, line 4; col.5, lines 50-53; col.6, lines 24-26; and col.7, lines 13-15); 

identifying, the identification based on the information in the received 
communication (see col.4, lines 40-49 and col.6, lines 33-39), a user-supplied 
preference regarding which service provider to use to service the request (see col.4, 
lines 35-39: "services allowed or denied... and the location each user is allowed to 
access"; and col.4, lines 40-49: "type of service"), said user-supplied preference being 
identified. at the redirection facility prior to any communication being sent from the 
redirection facility to the user soliciting said preference (see col.4, lines 14-18 and col.5, 
lines 50-67); and 

directing the request from the redirection facility to the user for forwarding to a 
service provider for servicing of the request (see col.1, lines 54-58 and col.5, lines 21- 
30), said request modified based on the user-supplied preferences (see col.4, lines 40- 
49). 
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Ikudome does not explicitly teach that the controlled vocabulary abstract 
hyperlink includes a semantic value and said semantic value being at least one of a 
descriptive term and an identifier for the requested information. Ferguson teaches of a 
controlled vocabulary abstract hyperlink includes a semantic value (see col .26, lines 8- 
24) and said semantic value being at least one of a descriptive term and an identifier for 
the requested information (inherent). 

It would have been obvious to a person of ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made to employ the teachings of Ferguson within the system of Ikudome 
by implementing a hyperlink to include a semantic value for the requested information 
within the redirection method because Ferguson teaches that the "semantics attributes 
of hyperlinks provide some additional structure to online services" (see col. 26, lines 21- 
23) and Ikudome teaches of additional structures (see col.5, lines 31-36 and col. 7, line 
64-COI.8, line 11). 

Although Ikudome teaches of does teach of directing the request from the 
redirection facility to the user to for forwarding (see col.1 , lines 54-58 and col.5, lines 21- 
30), Ikudome does not explicitly teach of identifying a second service provider to use to 
service the request when the service provider fails to fully service the request; and 
identifying the service provider that failed to fully service the request at the redirection 
facility before the direction of the request to the user for forwarding to the second 
service provider. 

Kenner teaches of identifying a second service provider to use to service the 
request when the service provider fails to fully service the request (see col. 13, lines 16- 
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18 & 31-35; and col. 14, lines 15-31); and identifying the service provider that failed to 
fully service the request at the redirection facility before the direction of the request to 
the user for forwarding to the second service provider (see col. 15, line 66-col.16, line 6). 

It would have been obvious to a person of ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made to employ the teachings of Kenner within the system of Ikudome by 
implementing identifying a second service provider to use to service the request when 
the service provider fails to fully service the request and identifying the failed service 
provider within the redirection method because firstly, by providing a second service 
provider make the method more user-friendly (i.e., user is not waiting extended period 
while the provider has failed or user does not reattempt service via the redirection 
server, only to be directed again to the same failed provider) and secondly, by 
identifying the failed service provider, the information can be used to locate problematic 
sites (see col. 16, lines 6-9). 

8. Claim 17 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Ikudome 
et al. (US 6,779,1 18 B1) in view of Kenner et al. (US 6,1 12,239 A). 

As per claim 17, Ikudome teaches in an electronic device, a method comprising 
the steps of: 

receiving user-supplied information regarding a user and link information 
regarding a hyperlink to be resolved to a resource in response to the user selecting the 
hyperlink (see col.1, lines 46-49), said user-supplied information being received 
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contemporaneously with or following the receipt of the link information and prior to any 
communication being sent to the user soliciting said information (see col. 6, lines 33-36); 

identifying a resolution service to employ to resolve the hyperlink based on the 
user-supplied information (see col.4, lines 35-39: "services allowed or denied... and the 
location each user is allowed to access"; and col.4, lines 40-49: "type of service"); and 

forwarding at least some of the link information via the user to the identified 
resolution service for resolution of the hyperlink (inherent, see: col. 3, lines 3-4: database 
"contains personalized filtering and redirection information for the particular user ID"). 

Although Ikudome teaches of does teach of directing the request from the 
redirection facility to the user to for forwarding (see col.1 , lines 54-58 and col.5, lines 21- 
30), Ikudome does not explicitly teach of identifying a second service provider to use to 
service the request when the service provider fails to fully service the request; and 
identifying the service provider that failed to fully service the request at the redirection 
facility before the direction of the request to the user for forwarding to the second 
service provider. 

Kenner teaches of identifying a second service provider to use to service the 
request when the service provider fails to fully service the request (see col. 13, lines 16- 
18 & 31-35; and col. 14, lines 15-31); and identifying the service provider that failed to 
fully service the request at the redirection facility before the direction of the request to 
the user for forwarding to the second service provider (see col. 15, line 66-col.16, line 6). 

It would have been obvious to a person of ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made to employ the teachings of Kenner within the system of Ikudome by 
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implementing identifying a second service provider to use to service the request when 
the service provider fails to fully service the request and identifying the failed service 
provider within the redirection device, method, and program because firstly, by providing 
a second service provider make the method more user-friendly (i.e., user is not waiting 
extended period while the provider has failed or user does not reattempt service via the 
redirection server, only to be directed again to the same failed provider) and secondly, 
by identifying the failed service provider, the information can be used to locate 
problematic sites (see col. 16, lines 6-9). 

9. Claims 35-38 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Ikudome et al . (US 6,779, 1 1 8 B1 ) and Ferguson et al . (US 5,81 9,092 A), and further in 
view of Bennett (US 4,970,681 ). 

As per claims 35-38, Ikudome and Ferguson do not explicitly teach wherein said 
semantic value is an ISSN number (International Standard Serial Number). Bennett 
teaches of an ISSN number (International Standard Serial Number) (see col.1, lines 53- 
58). 

However, this difference is only found in nonfunctional descriptive material and is 
not functionally involved in the steps recited. The redirecting of the user to the 
requested information will be performed the same regardless data. Thus this 
descriptive material will not distinguish the claimed invention from the prior art in terms 
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of patentability, see In re Gulack, 703 F.2d 1381, 1385, 217 USPQ 401, 404 (Fed. Cir. 
1983); in re Lowry, 32 F.3d 1579, 32 USPQ2d 1031 (Fed. Cir. 1994). 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to a person of ordinary skill in the art at 
the time the invention was made to employ any semantic value data because such data 
does not functionally relate to the steps in the method claimed and because the 
subjective interpretation of the data does not patentably distinguish the claimed 
invention. 



Response to Arguments 

1 0. Regarding the summary of the telephonic interview conducted on September 8, 
2005, there was an agreement as to "indicating that the identification of the redirection 
facility was based on information in the received user-supplied information" as a 
distinguishing factor over Ikudome since Ikudome teaches everything is routed through 
the redirection server, however the amendment does not explicitly recite such 
teachings. 

According to the amendment of claims 1,6, 17, and 19, the language states that 
based on the communication holding information, "a user-supplied preference regarding 
which service provider to use to service the request" is identified, not which redirection 
facility to use as agreed in the interview. Ikudome clearly teaches these limitations (see 
rejection above). Also, regarding claim 1,6, 19, and 20, the "communication holding 
information" is not given weight for the reasons above with respect to the 35 U.S.C 112, 
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1 st paragraph rejection. Furthermore, Ikudome explicitly teaches of "receiving... 
information from the user contemporaneously with or following the receipt of the user 
request to access information" (see rejection above). According to amended claim 
language, such information could be the "user ID and password" as taught by Ikudome. 
For the reasons above claim 1,6, 17, and 19 remain rejected. 

According to the amended claims 9 and 22, Ikudome clearly teaches of "the user- 
supplied information received at a hyperlink redirection facility contemporaneously with 
or following the receipt of the link information and prior to any communication being sent 
from the hyperlink redirection facility to the user soliciting said information". Ikudome 
teaches in column 6, lines 33-36 that the authentication accounting server send the 
user's rule sets (user-supplied information: see col.3, lines 3-4 and col.5, lines 15-20) to 
the redirection server, which clearly teach the recited broad claim limitation. Similarly 
for the same reasons, Ikudome teaches the amended limitation of claim 17 and 
therefore, claim 9, 17, and 22 remain rejected. 

With respect to the argument that the "rule set" taught by Ikudome is not user- 
supplied, the applicant(s) are directed to explicitly locate by reference such teachings. 
Furthermore, there insufficient evidence within the claim language that the user ID and 
password teaches away from a "user-supplied information". Clearly, the user ID and the 
password is information supplied by the user since Ikudome teaches in column 4, lines 
27-30 that "user" is a "short hand expression for "the person supplying inputs to a 
computer that is supplying the system with a particular user ID"". 
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With respect to the argument that Ikudome does not require or use the selection 
of a hyperlink, Ikudome teaches of permitting users "to access other locations" (see 
col. 5, line 35). Such teachings are consistent with normal browsing action in which web 
pages contain hyperlinks for navigational ease. 



Conclusion 

11. Claims 1-6, 9-13, 15-24, and 27-38 have been rejected and remain pending. 

1 2. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Michael Y. Won whose telephone number is 571-272- 
3993. The examiner can normally be reached on M-Th: 7AM-5PM. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Saleh Najjar can be reached on 571-272-4006. The fax phone number for 
the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 703-872-9306. 
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Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 

Michael Won ^ ^ 




October 25, 2005 
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